UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE

Northwest Region

7600 Sand Point Way N.E., Bldg. 1

Seattle, WA 98115

Refer to:
OSB1997- 0836 August 15, 1997
Davi d Jones Edwar d Shepard
Di strict Manager Di strict Manager
Medf ord BLM Di strict Coos Bay BLM Di stri ct
3040 Bi ddl e Road 1300 Airport Lane
Medf ord, OR 97504 North Bend, OR 97459
J. M chael Lunn Janes d aden
Forest Supervi sor Forest Supervi sor
Si ski you Nati onal Forest Rogue Ri ver National Forest
200 NE Greenfield Road, P.O. 333 W 8th St., P.O Box 520
Box 440 Medf ord, OR 97501

Grants Pass, OR 97526-0242

Bob Cast aneda

Forest Supervisor

W nenma Nati onal Forest
2819 Dahlia St.

Klamath Falls, OR 97601

Re: ESA Section 7 consultation for FY97 actions on
Medf ord and Coos Bay BLM Districts, and Siskiyou,
Rogue River, and Wnenma National Forests, S. Oregon

Dear Sirs:

This letter represents the National Mrine Fisheries Service's
(NMFS) bi ol ogi cal opinion, pursuant to Section 7(b) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA), that the effects of the Forest
Service & Bureau of Land Managenment (FS/BLM actions listed in
Tabl es 2-4 bel ow, together with cunul ati ve effects and the
effects of the environnmental baseline, are not likely to

j eopardi ze the continued existence of |isted, proposed, or
candi dat e anadronmous sal nonid species. These actions include
ti mber harvest, road construction, |ivestock grazing,
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m ni ng, rock quarry operation, actions that are expected to be
beneficial to these species (e.g., instream habitat
restoration, culvert replacenent upgrades, and road
decomm ssi oni ng), and m scel | aneous | and managenent actions

(e.g., aerial fertilization, recreation managenment, noxi ous
weed control, etc.). This letter also authorizes incidental
t ake associated with these actions. |In making these

determ nati ons, NMFS applies the methodol ogy described in the
NMFS docunment entitled “Application of Endangered Species Act
St andards to: ..... Sout hern Oregon/ Northern California Coho
Sal mon, ..... Kl amat h Mount ai ns Provi nce Steel head ....... For
Federal Land Managenent Conferences and Consultations”, June
1997. A copy of this docunent is Attachment 1 to this letter.

The Land and Resource Managenent Plans for the Siskiyou, Rogue
Ri ver, and Wnema National Forests, and the Resource
Managenment Plans for the Coos Bay and Medford BLM Districts
were recently the subject of a formal programmtic ESA

consul tation that was concl uded when NMFS issued its

Bi ol ogi cal Opinion and Conference Opinion concerning the
effects of their inplenmentation on these sanme species, dated
March 18, 1997. That opinion provides an inportant basis for
many of NMFS determ nations docunented by this letter
Hereafter that progranmatic opinion is referred to as LRWMP/ RW
Opi ni on (NMFS 1997Db) .

The Biol ogi cal Assessnment (BA) submitted by FS/BLM for the
actions covered by this opinion describes the proposed and
ongoi ng actions on the Siskiyou, Rogue River, and W nema

Nati onal Forests (NF) and the Coos Bay and Medford BLM
Districts that may affect the |isted Sout hern Oregon/ Northern
California coho sal non (SONC coho). This BA was received by
NMFS on May 9, 1997. Sone of the actions in the BA were
determined to “may affect, and likely to adversely affect”
(LAA) SONC coho, and the others were determ ned to “may
affect, but not likely to adversely affect” (NLAA) this
species. The LAA actions are |listed below in Tables 2-4 and
are the subject of this opinion. The NLAA actions are covered
in a separate concurrence letter from NWS. The FS/ BLM al so
requested conferencing on the effects of the subject actions
on the proposed Klamath Muntains Province (KMP) steel head
trout. This letter is also a conference opinion with respect
to that species, as provided for in 50 CF. R § 402.10(d).

The effects determnations in the BA are the sane for the two
species. The BA included a determ nation of consistency with
the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion for each action. NMS jointly nade the
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effects determ nations in the BAwith the FS/BLM and thus
concurs with all effects determ nati ons.

The BA included several actions that were inconsistent with
the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion as originally proposed (see Table 3 of
BA). Sone of these actions were redefined or nodified,
resulting in consistency with the LRMP/ RMP Opinion. In
addition, after the BA was submtted, a BLM district

di scovered that sonme proposed actions had been |eft out of the
BA. The BA was anended five times by the FS/BLMto refl ect

t hese changes, as summarized in Table 1 bel ow.

Table 1. Summary of BA anendnents.

BA AMENDVENT #1

Adm ni strative Unit Dat e

Si skiyou NF June 4, 1997

Action(s) Covered Determ nation in BA
Chi na Left, Buck Whi skers, LAA, inconsistent with

Bri ggs Secret, and Raspberry LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on
ti mber sal es

Result of Anmendnent
Redefi ned the foll owi ng conponents of these four tinmber
sal es as separate actions under consultation and determ ned
that they are consistent with the LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on:
Bucking and linmbing of felled trees
Loading tree lengths and | ogs from decks and | andi ngs
Haul ing of tree lengths and | ogs on existing roadways
Yarding of felled trees outside of riparian reserves to
I andi ng
M nor road repairs and road mai ntenance outsi de of
ri parian reserves




BA AMVENDVENT #2

Adni ni strative Unit Dat e

Si skiyou NF June 11, 1997

Action(s) Covered Determ nation in BA, as
Chi na Left tinber sale (as anended

redefined in 6/4/97 BA LAA, inconsistent with
anmendment) LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on

Result of Anmendnent

Redefi ned the harvest of units nunbers 2 and 12 as a
separate action under consultation and determ ned that it is
consistent with the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion (harvest activities

i nclude felling, bucking, |inmbing, yarding, and hauling over
exi sting roads).

Tabl e 1, continued....

BA AMVENDVENT #3

Adni ni strative Unit Dat e

Si ski you NF June 17, 1997

Action(s) Covered Determ nation in BA, as
Chi na Left, Buck Whi skers, anended

Briggs Secret, and Raspberry LAA, inconsistent with
ti nber sales (as redefined in |LRMP/ RMP Opinion

6/ 4/ 97 and 6/11/97 BA
amendnent s)

Result of Anendnent
Redefined the foll owi ng conponents of these four tinber
sal es as separate actions under consultation and determ ned
that they are consistent with the LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on:
China Left - harvest of units 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, & 13
Raspberry - harvest of units 6 & 35
Briggs Secret - harvest of units 4 &5
Buck Whi skers - harvest of units 1 & 24




BA AVENDVENT #4

Adm ni strative Unit
Medf ord BLM Di strict

Dat e
June 18, 1997

Action(s) Covered
Cold Mule and Mul e’ s Brew
ti nber sal es

Determ nation in BA as
amended

Not applicable, because these
two sales were inadvertently
omted fromthe BA

Result of Anendnment

t he LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on

The amendment added these two tinber sales to the BA, and
the determ nations for both were LAA, and consistent with

Tabl e 1, continued.. ..

BA AMENDVENT #5

Adni ni strative Unit
Medf ord BLM Di strict

Dat e
July 29, 1997

Action(s) Covered
Di ver si on Dam Renpval and
Private Quarry Expansion

Determ nation in BA, as
amended

LAA, inconsistent with
LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on




Result of Amendnent

Di versi on Dam Renpval - this amendnent determ ned that

this action is consistent with the LRMP/ RVMP Opi nion (the

original determ nation of inconsistency was an error).

Private Quarry Expansion - this amendnment nodified this

action with the followi ng three changes, resulting in a

determ nation of consistency with the LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on;

1. Utilize the Riparian Reserve Eval uation Techni ques
and Synt hesi s Mdul e, Supplenment to Section Il of
Ecosystem Anal ysis at the Watershed Scal e: Feder al
Gui de for Watershed Analysis Version 2.2 (Draft
February 1997) to establish an appropriate
protection buffer width for the intermttent stream
adj acent to the proposed project site. The m nimum
buf fer distance established should not be I ess than
one half of a site potential tree for the site.

2. Reconstruct and upgrade the proposed access road
according to Resource Program Direction guidelines
for roads, including Best Managenent Practices
contained within the Medford District Record of
Deci si on and Resource Managenent Pl an pages 84-88
and pages 157-165.

3. Decommi ssi on an equi val ent m | eage or inpact of
road to that which is reconstructed for access to
t he proposed quarry site. The road to be
deconm ssi oned should be |located within the Evans
Creek watershed, identified prior to issuance of
any permt to proceed with the project, and
deconm ssioned within the same season as the access
road reconstruction (generally June 15 - Septenber
15 or when soil noisture does not exceed 25% duri ng
this time period). Road deconmm ssioning should
restore the hydrol ogic function and reduce sedi nent
delivery potential of the identified road by
foll owing the appropriate neasures listed in the
LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on, p.31

Bi ol ogi cal Requirenments, Environnental Baseline and
Cunmul ative Effects

The Sout hern Oregon/Northern California (SONC) coho
salmon (O. kisutch) has been |listed as threatened under




7

the ESA by NMFS (May 6, 1997, 62 FR 24588). SONC coho
occur between Cape Bl anco, Oregon, and Punta Gorda,
California. Klamath Mountains Province (KMP) steel head
(O nykiss) has been proposed for listing as threatened
under the ESA by NMFS (March 16, 1995, 60 FR 14253;
August 9, 1996, 61 FR 41541). KMP st eel head occur

bet ween Cape Bl anco, Oregon, and the Klamath Ri ver Basin
(inclusive) in California. Oregon Coast (OC) coho sal non
has been reclassified as a candidate for |isting under
ESA by NMFS (May 6, 1997, 62 FR 24588). NMFS has not yet
proposed or designated critical habitat for these

speci es.

The biol ogical requirements of each of these
Evolutionarily Significant Units (ESUs) are discussed in
t he LRMP/ RMP opi nion, NMFS (1997b). Environnmental

basel ine conditions in the SONC coho range within the
FS/ BLM | ands covered by this opinion are di scussed on
pages 13-14 of NMFS (1997b). Cunul ative effects as
defi ned under 50 CFR 402.02. in the SONC coho range
within the FS/BLM | ands covered by this opinion are

di scussed on pages 40-43 of NMFS (1997b) These
respective anal yses are incorporated herein by this
reference. NMFS is not aware of any newly avail abl e
information that would materially change these previous
anal yses of bi ol ogical requirenments, environnental
basel i ne or cunul ative effects for the purpose of this
opi ni on.

Proposed Acti ons

The proposed actions include types of actions
specifically descibed in the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion, such as
grazing and mning. The only major type of action not
included in the LRMP/ RMP Opinion was tinber harvest.
Sonme m scel |l aneous m nor | and nanagenent actions covered
by this letter, such as aerial fertilization, recreation
managenent, noxi ous weed control, etc., were not
included in the LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on

Actions Specifically Described in LRMP Opinion. These

i nclude actions beneficial to anadronous sal noni ds
(instream fish habitat enhancenent and restoration

cul vert upgrades, and road deconm ssioning), road
construction, l|ivestock grazing, mning, and rock quarry
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operation. Beneficial actions, |livestock grazing,
m ning, and rock quarry operation are all proposed on at
| east one administrative unit. Nearly all of the road

construction is associated with tinber harvest, and this
is described bel ow.

Ti nber Harvest. Insert information on the harvest
prescription, road construction, and any harvest/roadwork
within riparian reserves for each tinber sale (should
receive this info by 8/8).

M scel | aneous Land Managenent Actions. A wi de variety of
progranmati c | and nanagenent actions are proposed that do
not fall under the two categories above. These include,
to name a few, aerial fertilization, stream surveys, punp
chance constructi on & mai ntenance, recreation nanagenent,
etc. These actions are listed in Table 2, along with the
programmati c actions included in the LRWP/ RVMP Opi ni on,
such as grazing, mning, and rock quarry operation.

Ef fects of the Actions

Actions Specifically Described in LRMP Opinion. These

i ncl ude actions beneficial to anadronous sal noni ds
(instream fish habitat enhancenment and restoration

cul vert upgrades, and road deconm ssioning), road
construction, |ivestock grazing, mning, and rock quarry
operation. The potential effects of instreamfish

habi tat enhancement and restoration, culvert upgrades,
and road deconm ssioning are di scussed on pages 29-32 of
the LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on (NMFS 1997b). The potential effects
of road construction, livestock grazing, mning, and rock
guarry operation on sal nonid habitat are di scussed on
pages 33-36 of the LRWMP/ RMP Opinion. References are
listed on pages of 52-58 of the LRMP/ RMP Opi ni on.

Ti nber Harvest. The effects of each of these tinmber

sal es on the salnonid stocks and their habitat is
presented in the BAs prepared by the action agencies and
reviewed by the Level 1 teanms on which NMFS was
represented. NMFS finds those descriptions to be
adequate for this analysis and as part of the basis for
the determ nations of this letter.

Additionally, a detailed discussion of the potenti al
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effects of tinmber harvest and associated activities on
sal nonid habitat is presented in the NMFS docunent
entitled “Potential Effects of Tinber Harvest and

Associ ated Activities on Sal nonid Habitat and Measures to
M nim ze Those Effects” (hereafter referred to as “NWS
1997a”). A copy of the docunent is Attachnment 2 to this
letter and is incorporated herein by this reference.
Simlarly, a general discussion of the potential effects
of associ ated road construction on sal nonids and their
habitat is provided in the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion. NMS has
considered the applicability of these anal yses to each of
the tinber sales identified in the BAs and in Tables 2-4
of this letter. The NMFS is not aware of any other
speci al characteristics of the particular sales that
woul d cause greater or materially different effects on

t he subject salnonid species and their habitat than is

di scussed in these references. Simlarly NWS is not
aware of any newly available information that would
mat eri ally change these previous effects anal yses.

M scel | aneous Land Managenent Actions. A wide variety of
progranmati c | and nanagenent actions proposed for

i npl enmentation partially or entirely within Ri parian
Reserves were determned to be “likely to adversely

af fect” anadronous sal nonids in the BA, and are included
inthis letter (see Table 2). Adverse effects to aquatic
habitat fromthese m scel |l aneous actions are expected to
be m nor and short-lived because all of these actions
have been designed and mtigated in accordance with the
Nort hwest Forest Pl an Aquatic Conservation Strategy

obj ectives, land all ocations and standards and

gui delines. Despite the mnor, short-term adverse
effects, these actions maintain or restore essenti al
aquatic habitat functions, and will not inpede recovery
of anadromous fish habitat, a |long-term goal of the

Nort hwest Forest Plan. The specific benefits of

Nort hwest Forest Plan conponents for providing short-term
protection and |long-termrecovery of aquatic habitats
are described in Attachment 1.

Concl usi on. NMFS concl udes that, when the effects of

t hese proposed site specific actions are added to the
envi ronnent al baseline and cunul ati ve effects occurring
in the relevant action areas, they are not likely to

j eopardi ze the continued existence of SONC coho or KMP
steel head trout. |In reaching this conclusion NMFS has
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utilized the best scientific and comrercial data
avai | abl e as docunented herein and by the BAs and
document s incorporated by reference.

| nci dental Take Statenent

Effects resulting fromroad construction (e.g.

sedi mentation) are expected to be the primry source of
incidental take associated with the proposed actions
listed in Tables 2-4 bel ow. Because of the |imted
amount of new road construction, [|ocation of the roads,
and the fact that nobst are tenporary, sedinent inpacts
are expected to be mnimzed. Effects of tinber
harvesting in riparian reserves are also expected to be
m ni mal because of l|ocation, |land form and harvest

met hod. The NMFS expects that the incidental take
associated with; 1) the other tinber harvest effects

(di scussed in Attachnment 2) of the subject tinber sales,
and 2) all other proposed actions listed in Tabl es 2-4,
wll also be mniml.

Adverse effects of managenent actions such as these are

| argely unquantifiable in the short-term and may not be
measur abl e as long-termeffects on the species’ habitat
or population |levels. Therefore, even though the NWMFS
expects sonme | ow | evel of incidental take to occur due to
t hese actions, the best scientific and commercial data
avai l abl e are not sufficient to enable NMFS to estimate a
specific amunt of incidental take to the species

t hensel ves.

The incidental take statement in the LRMP/ RVP opi nion
provi ded reasonabl e and prudent nmeasures and terns and
conditions to avoid or mnimze the take of |isted

sal noni ds from actions involving road construction (pages
65 and 70-72) that may be applied to site specific
actions if appropriate. According to the procedural
expectations of the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion (NMFS 1997b), the
Sout h Coast/ Rogue Basin Level | team discussed the

subj ect actions on the Siskiyou, Rogue River, and W nema
NF' s and Coos Bay and Medford BLM Districts at neetings
in Medford, Oregon on April 23 and June 10, 1997. The
Level | team found that the subject actions are
consistent with the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion’s standards and

gui delines, as well as the Aquatic Conservation Strategy
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obj ectives, and therefore found that all reasonabl e and
prudent measures, and corresponding terns and conditions
in the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion (NMFS 1997b) are appropriate for
the actions covered by this letter, as listed in Tables
2-4.

NMFS hereby applies the findings, reasonable and prudent
measures, and terns and conditions set forth in the

I nci dental Take Statement of the programmtic LRVMP/ RMP
Opi nion (NMFS 1997b) to these actions. Therefore NWMFS
further authorizes such mnimal incidental take provided
the Forest Service, BLM and their applicants conply with
t hose neasures, ternms and conditions. Copies of the

i ncidental take provisions of the LRMP/ RMP Opi nion are
Attachnment 3 to this letter

Reinitiation of consultation is required if: (1) the
amount or extent of taking specified in the incidental
take statenent, above, is exceeded, (2) the action is
modified in a way that causes an effect on the listed
speci es that was not previously considered in the BA and
this biological opinion; (3) new information or project
nmonitoring reveals effects of the action that may affect
listed species in a way not previously considered; or (4)
a new species is listed or critical habitat is designated
that may be affected by the action (50 CFR 402. 16).

Questions regardi ng consultation and conferencing on

t hese actions should be directed to Lance Smth at
503/ 231-2307.

Si ncerely,

|
Ly I
) !
i

| ol i

Wlliam Stelle, Jr.
Regi onal Adm ni strat or

At t achnment s



Table 2 - Ongoing and Proposed Programmtic Feder al
Actions Inside Riparian Reserves?

Coos Bay and Medford Bureau of Land Managenent Districts; Rogue River, Siskiyou
and Wnena National Forests. Each action consists of nmultiple individual

proj ects.

Road Mai nt enance, Road Repair
Road Deconmi ssi oni ng
Cul vert Repl acenent
Aerial Fertilization
Sal moni d Spawni ng Surveys
Stream surveys, fish population
surveys,
snmolt trap nonitoring,
aquatic/riparian
noni toring
Pump Chance construction and
nai nt enance
Wt er shed Restoration Projects:
- road stornproofing/drai nage
repair
-road obliteration
- upslope erosion repair
-instream habitat inprovenent
- riparian silviculture
treatments
- cul vert upgrades
Fi sh Habitat Restoration and
Proj ect
Const ructi on/ Mai nt enance
Emer gency Repair of Federally-Omed
Roads (ERFO Projects, Road
Repairs
Di spersed Canpi ng and Canpgr ound
Mai nt enance
Di spersed and Devel oped Canpi ng
Mot ori zed and Non-notori zed
Recreation Activities
Trail Construction and Trail
Mai nt enance
Trail head Site Construction and
Mai nt enance
Di scretionary R ght-of-Wy

Agreenents and Road Use
Pernits

Prescribed Fire, Fire Suppression
and Pre- suppr essi on

Activities, Broadcast Burning
Meadow Restoration Projects
Speci al Forest Products
Special Use Pernits

Quide permts

Hazardous Materials d eanup

Precommer ci al Thi nni ng, Conmerci al
Thi nni ng

Roadsi de Sal vage and Hazard Tree
Rermoval Silvicultural Treatnents

- tubing -t hi nni ng
-mul chi ng - weedi ng
- scal pi ng -fertilization
- gopher baiting - release
wor k, brushi ng
- planting - pruni ng
-shade cards -cone

col l ection
-scion wood col | ection
Wldlife Projects (general)
-Tree topping, wldlife snag
creation
Erosi on Control Projects
- Seedi ng, mul chi ng,
fertilization
Noxi ous Weed Contr ol
Fence Construction and Mi nt enance
Boat Ranp Use
Gate Installation and Gate
Mai nt enance
Barrier Installation and
Mai nt enance
Dump/ Trash C ean Up
Sign Installation/ Mai nt enance
G azing Allotnents with Al ot ment
Managenent Pl ans Range | nprovenent
Proj ects Non-notorized and
Mot ori zed Boating Activities
Mning activities, Lode M ning,
Suction Dredgi ng road construction,
Road Re-construction Rock Quarry
Qperations Bridge-building, Low
wat er Ford Construction and
Bridge/ford obliteration
Adm nistrative Site Mce. Bucking
and linbing of felled trees Loadi ng
tree lengths and | ogs from decks
and andi ngs hauling of tree |engths
and | ogs on existing roadways
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! |.e., actions in this table are considered “likely
to adversely affect” SONC coho and KWMP st eel head

only if they occur within Riparian Reserves.

Tabl e 3 - Ongoi ng and Proposed Programmtic Feder al
Actions on Any Land Allocation (including Riparian
Reserves) . 2

Coos Bay and Medford Bureau of Land Managenent
Districts; Rogue River, Siskiyou and Wnema Nati onal
Forests.

Yarding of felled trees to |anding
Road mai ntenance, road repair

2 |.e., actions in this table are considered “likely

to adversely affect” SONC coho and KMP steel head on
any |l and allocation.

Tabl e 4 - Ongoi ng and Proposed | ndividual Actions (by
adm ni strative unit - no individual actions on Rogue
Ri ver or Wnema National Forests).

Coos Bay Bureau of Land Management District.

Mvrtl ewood Resource Area

Lobster Hi Il Tinber Sale (TS)

Silver Spoon T.S. (Replacenment Vol. For N. F. Chetco
T.S. & Deep Cr. T.S.)

Sout h Coast and Lower Rogue WAtershed Restoration
North Fork Chetco T.S.

Crazy 8 s T.S.

Har dwood Conver si on

Table 4 (continued).......
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Medf ord Bureau of Land Management District.

Ashl and Resource Area
Oregon Belle (or Lucky Strike) Commercial Mning Claim
Lick I'l Tinber Sale

Lower Thonpson Ti nber Sal e
DFZ Ti nber Sal e

Grubby Well Tinmber Sale

G ubby Sail or Tinber Sale
Huki Il Hol I ow Ti nber Sal e
Mller’ s Gulch Tinber Sale
Sailor’s MII Tinber Sale
Sterlingville Tinber Sale
Strong Wol f Tinber Sale
Squi res Peak Ti mber Sale

| sabel l e Belle Tinmber Sale
Ri ght Forest Tinber Sal e

Grants Pass Resource Area
Deer Mom Ti nber Sal e
Mapl e Syrup Ti nber Sal e

d endal e Resource Area

| - Shank Ti mber Sal e
Tunnel Vision Tinber Sale
Low 5 Ti nber Sal e

PP and J Tinber Sale

Cold Mul e Tinber Sale

Mul e’ s Brew Ti nber Sal e

Butte Falls Resource Area
Di ver si on Dam Renpva
Private Quarry Expansion
Cl evel and Railroad Tinber Sale
Salty Bones Ti nber Sale
Home Run Ti nber Sal e
Musty Doughnut Ti nber Sal e
Rancheria Ti nber Sale
Tokyo G nger Tinber Sale
Fred- N-Jack Ti nber Sal e
G ound Round Ti nber Sal e
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Table 4 (continued).....

Si ski you National Forest.

Galice Ranger District

Waters Thin TS

Evercl ear Ti nbersale

Red Dog M ni ng

Gol d Quest M ning

J.Gates Mning claimon Silver Ck
Tin Can Ti nber Sale

Finl ey Overl ook Timber Sale
Waterfall Sal vage

Dut cher Ti nber Sal e

Briggs Secret Tinber Sale (Units 4 & 5)

Gol d Beach Ranger District

Too WIld Thin T.S.

POC Sanitation Harvest

Lobster Creek Suction Dredge M ning
Raspberry Tinmber Sale (Units 6 & 35)

IIlinois Valley Ranger District

China Left Tinber Sale (Units 2,4,6,7,8,9,12 & 13)
Buck Whi skers Tinber Sale (Units 1 & 24)

Fl ood Damage Road Repair for Active Tinber Sale Access
Bucki ng Horse Ti nber Sale and Associ ated Projects

Ful | House Tinmber Sale and Associ ated Projects

Petite M ning Proposal along the Illinois River

Chet co Ranger District
Chetco Repl acenent Vol une TS
Low Meadow T. S.

M neral Fork T.S.

Hi ggens Suction Dredge M ne
Upper Pistol T.S.

Sugar Cube T.S.

Red Bone T.S.

Upper Chetco T.S.

POC Sanitation
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